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Box No, I Basis of the opinion 

1. With regard to the lasiguage, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in the 
language in which it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

I I This opinion is based on a translation from the original language into the following language , 

which s the 1 j >f a translation fumishc >< se of: 

□ international search (under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)) 

[ j publication of the international application (under Rule 12.4) 

I | international preliminary examination (under Rules 55.2 and/or 55.3) 

2. With regard to he elements of the mte 1 >inion has been establi ic 

tvhio hav< '■> furnish d to the receiving Office in response io an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this opinion as 
"originally filed. "): 

[Xj the international application as originally filed/furnished 
[Xj the description: 

pages M8 ' 1 i i *. 

pages NONE received by this Authority on 

pages NONE received by this Authority on 

[X] the claims: 

pages 4 9, 53-58 as originally filed/furnished 

pages 50-52 as amended (together with any statement) under Article 39 

pages NONE received by this Authority on 

pages NONE received by this Authority on 

[X] the drawings: 

pages L25 as originally filed/furnished 

pages NONE received by this Authority on 

pages NONE received by this Authority on 

I ~| a sequence listing and/or any related table(s) - see Supplemental Box Relating to Sequence Listing. 

3. [X] The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

[X] the description, pages JSQiSE_ 

[Xj the claims, Nos. NONE 

[Xj the drawings,, sheets/figs NONE 

[Xj the sequence listing (specify): NONE 

[Xj any table(s) related to the sequence listing (specify): NONE 

4. Qj This opinion has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered to go 

beyoi si e ' i^ e ; >!ementai Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 

[ J the description, pages 

| | the claims, Nos. 

I I the drawings, sheets/figs 

I | the sequence listing (specify): 

[ ] any table(s) related to the sequence listing (specify): 



1. Statement 

Novelty (N) s it is s , YES 

Claims Please See mtinu nSh i NO 

Inventive Step (IS) YE-S 

Claims Please See Continuation Sheet NO 

Industrial ApphL.;h:i]i\ :?Ai Claims Please See Continuatio n Sheei YES 

NO 



2, Citations and Explanations: 
Please See Continuation Sheet 
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Int< rnaii ■ al apj lis ation x » 
PCT/US03/08597 



Supplemental Box 

(To be used when the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient.) 



TIME LIMIT: 

The time limit set for response to a Written Opinion may not be extended. 37 CFR 1.484(d). Any response received after the 
i ii - i t i i Written Opinion will e „ i I i ti ft i r ^ t 

Report. 



V.l. Reasoned Statements: 

The opinion as to Novelty was positive (Yes)with respect to claims 7, 8, 10-14, 20, 21, 23-25, 27, 34, 35, 37-41, 47, 48, 50-52 and 
54 

The opinion as to Novelty was negative (No) with respect to claims 1-6, 9, 15-19, 22, 26, 28-33, 36, 42-46, 49 and 53 

The opinion as to Inventive Step was positive (Yes)with respect to claims 7, 20, 27, 34, 47 and 54 

The opinion as to Inventive Step was negative(NO) with respect to claims 1-6, 8-19, 21-26, 28-33, 35-46 and 48-53 

The opinion as to Industrial Applicability was positive (YES) with respect to claims 1-54 

The opinion as to Industrial Applicability was negative(NO) with respect to claims NONE 

V. 2. Citations and Explanations: 

Claims 1 - 6, 9, 15 - 19, 22, 26, 28 - 33, 36, 42 - 46, 49 and 53 lack novelty under PCT Article 33(2) as being anticipated 
by Shojima. 

I Regarding claim 1, Shojima discloses transmitting media content from a server to a client terminal (see fig 19) noting that 

I r i r is is t r r j t 1 u i i I r N t! ! Sh t ra discloses the broadly 

c Mimed snt lis s i t i n i i i i i ii lit it 

: ' 1 1 lu 4 ii tip 14 I 1 •> i w i 1 i j r 

i « i it % t I I I 1 I i i 4 I n 1 1 r- !'\r file". 

k 1 IF!) ll i ^ s 1 i s , | I i i 1 t r i t- 

1 u W t ! i if a data or program data table from a multi- 

; u it t U v ioi i i l I s I i t ii 

i inherently have "content instance tities" (see eo! 11 lines 13 - 25). 

Regarding claims 4 anu 5 S' i ut ' t i omposite 

| buffer file as c i, i - see 14) ! s noted that ince. the i data bun'ei part onh 

i after the media is loaded in the data buffer pans, a minimum amount of data, or a threshold of data, would have to be loaded before it 
| could fe L.id ici c i il us S l ij i ia Sl. 1 1 ice Ci 1 ac 

; msu ned for the v media conte 

1 iil i as i ir h r pen hrg media data. It is noted that the 

media dat c e but e he n dly claimed l 1 iuf lie see ^, re- 3 25). 

Re i 9, S nses t laimed using the plurality of tuner buffers for a plurality of tuners (see col 9 lines 5 

- 10 and fig. 14). 

; t - i - ^ >> H > „ ' c the tuner buffers received from a externa! media source and 

| associating ail, which includes the claimed "one", of the tuner buffers with the composite buffer file (see col 9 lines 5 - 44, col i 1 

j Regarding, claims 16, 17, 18, 19, 22 and 26 are met by the discussions above. 

- clams- 0 ^ ies the same limitations as discussed above and is therefore rejected based on the same 
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Supplemental Box 

(To be i^v - is not sufficient.) 


reasoning discussed above. Claim 28 further recites a memory with lo. 




s< 1 i. i vv'i i . Dgictoassoc 





plurality of tuner buffers with a composite buffer file which is inherently included in the system since memory logic and processor 
would be required to search and read data extracted from the data buffers (244, 2-15, 246 247) for procc sing ! - « b part 24 1 and 
data reading part 242 to send data to the composite data buffer part 243 (see fig 14). 

Claims 29, 30, 31 , 32, 33, 36, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 49 and 53 are met by the discussions above, noting that a processor 
configured with logic, is inherently included and required to perform the claimed functions. 

Claims 8. 10 - 14, 21, 23 - 25, 35, 37 - 41, 48 and 50 - 52 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious 
over Shojima. Althougl Shojima I disci mied limitatioi would be obvious to modify Shojima to include the 

claimed limitations. 

Regarding claims 8, 21, 35 and 48, Shojima fails to disclose the claimed step of dissociating at least a portion of the timer 
buffer file from the tuner buffer after an event corresponding to at least one of a first di pla; . hannel • hange a et ond display channel 
change, and a substantia! consumption of tuner buffer capacity. 

The Examiner takes Official Notice that is would have been well known to dissociate a buffer file from a corresponding buffer 
after a substantial consumption of buffer capacity to prevent buffer overflow. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made to modify Shojima to include the claimed limitation to prevent buffer 
overflow. 

Regarding claims JO, 11, 37 and 38, Shown 1 1 - r ., - ^e isso, almg the tuner buffer file with the tuner buffers after a 
threshold is substantially attained, wherein the threshold includes at least one of a viewing time, storage device disk space consumed 
for the download of the media content, and priority as determined by the user. 

The Examiner takes Official Notice that associating a file with a buffer only after a minimum threshold of a buffer capacity is 
reached prevents underflow of the buffer. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Shojima to include the claimed limitation to prevent underflow of the data buffer part. 

Regarding claims 12, 23, 39 and 50 Shojima fails to disclose the claimed step of providing a user with a user interface screen 
configured to enable the user to select from which of the buffer files to view the media content. 

The Examiner takes Official Notice it would have been well known providing a user interface, i.e. a menu for selecting files 
would have been provided a more a more organized user friendly means for selecting data. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Shojima to include the claimed limitation to provide a 
more organized user friendly means for selecting buffer file data. 

kcgaidii -I" - 4 M i I o i I'limiu f i i mg program table data for a multi- 

channel television, Shojima fails to disclose the claimed step of configuring the composite buff. : file to exclude the media content 
based on at least one of media content instance rating, media content instance content, existence in a blocked display channel list, and 
existence in a locked display channel list and reading interactive program guide data to determine the rating and content of the media 

The f xaminer take , Of I x » it would have been well known in the art to scan EPG data for content ratings and to 

exclude the media content based on the content rating to provide appropriate programming for minors like young children. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Shojima to include the 
claimed limitation to provide appropriate programming for minors like young children. 
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